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Tran AT Kelbiark ien Moſes the ſervant 
of God i inde unto the children of Iſrael, is abſolutely - 
neceſſary to be obſerved: by all orders and degrees of 
men to the lateſtgeneration; © Secret things belong unto 
the Loxp our God, but thoſe things which: are revealed, 5 
unto us and our children for ever (a). 


But it has been a orevailiog. evil in the ck, both | 
13 and Chriftian, that human tradition hath ſo far been 
mixed with the commandments of Gop, as to make the 
latter, in ſome matters, of little or none effect; this was 
loudly complained of by the Prophets, Jeſus Chriſt, and 
his Apoſtles, againſt _ * ag ane were accounted 1 
learned, great, and wile.” N a 


For: fad. experience proves that * 1 85 learning, grest⸗ 1 
| nels, wiſdom, antiquity, nor a multitude. of votaries, WW"--+: 
tolerate a ſingle individual to depend implicitly on whac . 
is held or propoſed as a point of faith. or practice, in any 
one (inſtance, without the Geared: At FOO iron e 
n . | 


For it . Sn TER there have pak hits LET TH 
1 Popes, Counſels againſt Counſels, ſome Fathers 
againſt others, the ſame Fathers againſt themſelves, a co 
feat of Fathers of one Age, againſt a conſent of Fathers 
of another Age, and the Church of one . ed che 
e e Age. 


Hence it is obvious How Bale eee can wth -,.- - 
certainty be placed on human opinion, as it regards: . 
explication of the Doctrine of the Trinity. According | 
to . e terns eee of it, the Father is of 
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IH | 1 5 vonne, but is \Self-exiſtent and Etermal ; the So» is wt : Y 
o£_ Father, andyetiv Independent, Self. exiſtent, and Co- i 
_ nal; and the Holy Gheſtis of the Faber, and the Sor B 4 
oo - _ proceſſion, and yet is Co-equal, and Co-cternul; ndne MK ic 
„„ after another. : 8 e HE. : li 
No if this explication was clearly revealed in 
'*._ _ Scriptures, even in general terms; it certainly woulc 
bur duty ta Lelieve it, implicitly, without heſitation; - 
though we neither could comprehend nor underſtan 
by the faculty of reaſon 3 but when, its partizans all . 
myſtery (that is a matter unrevealed) and withal-ti. 
alert W and pretend to explain it, (however fulloſſ 
cContradiction) tradition inſtantly ſteps in, and marihe! WW 1 
by plunging beyond his depth, becomes more liable: 
fink into error, than to ſwim with ſafety on its border 


7 


* 


In my preſuming to differ in opinion from the generali . 
of Profeisors, I would not for that reaſon in{inuate, th | 
they are wanting in piety, or purity of motive; or tb 
they are negligent in their reſearches after. truth : 1 
for the ſame conſeientious reaſon that they differ one fr | 


33 £2 


another in other reſpects, I, in this particular, am 
Aduced to contradict a prevailing notion; although in 
doing Lam aware I ſhall oppoſe a ſentiment which of 
I was induced to hold, owing to the abſurdity of 
aforeſaid explicatidn as it reſpects the Divinity of C 
and of the Holy Ghoſt, which is generally held by : | 
| rteachersof Chriſtianity ; and which having no found: 
in the Bible, but merely of human invention, 'canſed* 
do fly from fo antiſcriptural, unreaſonable and felf-eor ' per 
 ;diftious a notion, to another extreme; {6 that in unt. 50. 
4s far as poſſible from one error. I got into another: 
Were the motive is pure, the mind is open to convicti. 
And is thankful upon diſcovering the Truth, let the 
flrument, or mean, be whatever it may; not that! 
— attribute the ſmalleſt degree of light, or information 
_ ,vvhat Mr. J. W. has lately publiſhed; for the fubſtanc + 
is not new to me, having frequently ſeen not only m 
bf the arguments, but the very words, in the wor! 
different authors; and had he been as juſt, as he pro! 
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Creature than the C 
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5e wiſh, be world have owned the quotations he has 
ade in his work. However, I am parily beholden to 
ima; for in attempting a reply to the bitter animadver- 


ons contained in his pamphlet, I was happily led to a 


liſcqvery of the Truth; laving (as it were) between us, 
y an author called Munk Ax, in his work intitled “a clear 
* diſplay of the Trinity, &c.“ from which performance. 
ind another (the author's name and title unknown) I 
1ave made ſeveral extracts, which this general acknow- 


| *dgement will, I hope, be deemed a ſufficient apology 


os 24: 34 


In the following work wy deſign, therefore, is not ts | 
tempt to defend my former opinion, that God is One 
u eſſence and perſon” for that I chearfully give up; al- 
though the word perfon applies more properly to a2 
a- but as the weakneſs of lan- 
guage, and human ideas, will not admit of a more ſuitable = 
phraſe whereby to explain ſo ſublime a ſubject, therefore 
it ſhall paſs with me ; yet I fear it furniſhes the mind with 
many carnal imaginations coneerning the Supreme Being, 
and is all-together unſcripturill . 


But the Intent is to ſhew that the principle of the dog- 
trime is falſe and abſurd on which Mr, J***** W#**#n's 


arguments are founded; namely that Chriſt's . Divinity 


lays in his Sons/hip by eternal generation, or his being 2 


begotten of the Father, from all eternity; and that tlie 
Holy Ghoſt proceeded from the Father and the Son from 
All eternity; by which generation, and proceſſion, W] ũ 


perions of the three originated; and yet, behold reader! = 
you are required to believe according to this antiscripturgl — — 


myſtery that the Father did not exiſt prior to the Son, 

although the Son was begotren of him; nor yet that the 
Father and the Son ex iſſed prior to the Holy Ghoſh, ab . 
though he proceeded from them; but that each is inde- 


- Whatever Mr. Jes Weesen may think of his own 
abilities either as a ſcholar, or a divine, the darkiels of 


ſeovered by 


in this . may be di 
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85 d ve AJ 2. ef ** 
any man of common ſenſe, who gives this matter 3 
_ . thought, although he be ſo far from knowing Greek the] 
be may have ſcarcely learned the fitrſt rudiments of his i 
mother tongue. And I could much eaſier prove from 
Scripture, every particular of my Confeſſion as it lately] 
+ Rood, and be able to appeal to che underſtanding of any : 
impartial perſon, as to its conſiſteney, than he can, upon] 
the prineiple and foundation of his argument (% 


©» For whether it be admitted that God is ont or three, 
pet in ſubſtance (according to my meaning, fo far as it 
Caoncerns mankind} it amounts nearly. eee de: 
1 tor L believed that the Father was God. that Chriſt was 
Cod, and that the Holy Ghoſt was Cod, yet the ſame 
$ God in Eſſeuce and Perſon, ſuſtaining; three different re- 
_ Jlative characters towards us; and when I ſaid that the 
Son of God was a Creature, I meant it as applying to the 
Aumanity of Chriſt, or that part of him Which is not 


Divine. And in doing this, Tuſed the words of St, Paul; 
and I would aſk, does any profeſſor of Chriſtanity deny 
that Chriſt is Man, as well as God? and, furely every 
Man is a Creature; but I never faid, nor meant, that 

: Chriſt was a Creature only. . 1 XN 7 7 b oo fk $> 258 
I Mr. Wiesen, may perhaps ſay that theſe 
 *things;arenot contained in his performance; but if the 7 are 
vot expreſied, thiy are. inplice 3, and although (I think) his 
Lonſeiencę cannot but affure kim of the abſurdity thereof, yet of 
it will in all probability he ſeen that he will not feruple to'ſub.  Þy 
_ - ſeribeto it in the moff ſolemn manner, before the Biſhop ; ſee-  m: 
N top it ys in the way to the poſt of Honor, Eaſe, and afflu⸗ p 
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ence; this is not intended to reflect upon thoſe whom divine F. 
Wobidence may have placed in that ſphere of life: but when W in 
man departs from the uſeful and important duty of calling 6. 
| _ fanners to repentance—and from the ſtation in which the Lord | 
called him, and others by his. inſtrumentality, in order to loiter at 
dais time away for years together, at the feet of Gamalzel, to di 
Lk Learn the wiſdom of man, or, it may be, to ſpeak in an unknown | 
5 tongue, he has ecrtainly loft fight of the true qualifications for 
| ] _ a goſpel preacher (1 Cor. ii. 47 5-} and his motive becomes 
| OE TREND ß, ̃ͤ En CT, 
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we were agreed in this reſpect. 


TNA 


2 Af as to the words not One in eiter, bur in 9 


dhace fellowſhip,” (as applied to the Tuther and the Son) 


in che idea of Si I then held ; certainly the Eſſence of 
Go i is one thing, aud the nature of Man is quite another, 


and even Athanaſius ſays on this ſubject, not by con- 
fuſio of fubſtance, but by unity of perſon; . 


£ - 7 
ro . 4 FY.. 


1 ſhall therefore endeavour to 133 for the good of 


the ſerious enquirer ſas far as the brevity of this publi- 
cation will oy; that the. Divine bet who are One, 


3 


Virgin Mary 2 and, that the + procaſign of e Ghoſt 


liſtencef 4 


the Eternal Spirit, but the gracious nd W Pars 
Which he takes in the covenant of grace; and that none 

is greater, or leſs than another; none before, or after 
another; none by, or from another, but only i in their 
Seca! (e) character which they voluntarily and 


n * in the work * man's eee 


WT When 1 ſpeak of OY 8 economy, by mean the * 
of God's revealed diſpenſation concerning Angels and Men; and 
by economical. I underſtand what belongs to the pains 9 
e of that diſpenſation. 


Hence this term, in its erkenn, pet out the terms 


Father, Son and Holy Ghoft, as relative names graciously afſumed 
in ſovereign condeſcenſion in carrying on the great plan revealed : | 
God in his word: and is oppoſed to the common notion of theſe - 
names being natural, necgſſary and effential in Deiiy ; which 


at once deſtroys the freedom and ſovereignty of God in all his 


| n which have any relation to theſe names. 
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Il it pleaſe God to make this ſmall labour in any 
ſubſervient to his glory, by increafing in his people the 
{knowledge of Himſeif, and of his Son Jeſus Cbriſt, the en 7 
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x 6 1 * Hakan wie aßturdt were Fes » 
H A infpiration of God, there can be no doubt 
% but. what is thereby made known to man very A 


muck eherne him one way or other. 
| Therefore, we e may include" that Sa 5 
name, litle, or character, the Supreme Being re- 
veals himſelf by, it is intended to expreſs the re- 
lation which he bears to us and we to bim, as our 
Creator, Lawgiver, and Judge; our Father, Sa- 
Viour, Sanckifier, Nc. but is no where intended to 
each us what he is in Him/eff, or the manner of 
I his exifence; for had fuch a diſcovery been ne- - ll 
4 ceflary, He would no doubt have favoured us  _ | 
with it. It is ſufficient for Us to know that He, if 
with whom we have to do, is holy, juſt and good, 1 
almighty, and all- wiſe; and that whatever hath in 
it the nature of imperfeclion, i is inſinitely contrary 
to Him, ſo that it may with propriety be ſaid, 
we Know What GOD is N 00 5 rather than what Ne 
has cal „ 
r N ee, | According 
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I, there promiſed 1 55 nations 
him, and kings ſhould come out of his loins, and 
the land which had been promiſed unto Abraham 
and Jſaac, ſhould be conferred on Jacob and his 

ſeed, He there calls himſelf the Al. MiohTY Gop, 
that Jacob might knom that (unlikely as 
theſe things were to all human probability) He 
- wasable to accompliſh what He had promiſed, and 

25 thereby See e to put k * b in (e). 


— 
— 


een, to his [FR pleaſure, or man's 


* ky he varied his titles, or manner of reveal- 
ing himſelf; ſo that the believer in his name ever 
5 1 ſtrength and comfort in confiding and obey- 


3 hence when Abraham was commanded to 


: = before God, and be perfect, the injunction 

was grounded on this,reyelation, < {The Lord ap- 
e peared to Abrahant, and ſaid, Þ am the Almighty 

 * Gop;” fo that it had in it the nature of a pro- 

miſe, that He would be with him, and RO his 
5 ſtrength 1 in his an 8 weakneſs. ak 


Alſo, when he app cared 10a acob at Bethel, and 
ould. proceed from 


* * 3 . 


. We find allo when Moſes. was- ſent by Gop.; in. 
to Egypt to reſeue the children of Iſrael from their 
aAfliction, for ſome time after his arrival amongſt 
them, their condition really grew worſe, and de- 
liverance ſeemed further off than ever; i wherefore 
Moſes complains. unto. the Lord as though He had 
failed to fulfil his word, (c) but he ſoon gets an 


anſwer ſuſſicient to baniſh. all his fears; Ya Gop 
lets him know that his name was FEHOY AH} de- 
1 that He, who had e . 
te, Gen. oy I, 04 Gen. *xxv. 15 1. Bod. v. T 23 
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as Well as "porerful'; — 


allowed commonly to be Irhor all in the Hebrew 
and T6 lively a view had the IIraelites of the en- 


paſs of eleven verſes, Then fang Moſes and the 


children of Ifrael this ſong unto the Logp, fa mY 
10 ee ing; Iwill ſing unto'J EHOVaH for he hath tri- 


vr umphed glofioufly ;*Jenovan is my ſtrength 
ad „and Tong, he is become my ſalvation. van 


«1s a man of war; JEnovan' is his name, &c.“ 
Allo in the 12th of Iſaiah; * The faithful declare 


e they will praiſe Jenovan and tell of his doings 


Wy dt ons” LO Ate RIG - 
a 8 e ee 4 
He Again, when "Mofes (on being provoked at the 
znd dolatry and obſtinaey of the children of Iſrael) let 
) Fat che tables of ſtone on which the Law was wrir. 
5 dent being full of trouble and concern for what 
. e had 9665 and having to appear before the 
heir top that the Law miglit be renewed, therefore 
ngſt e reveals himſelf by a new namè fuited to the 2 
de- aſe of Bis ſerVant; The IRD Go mereiful 
fore Wc © and- Zracious; long ſufferinę g abundant in good. 
bad. gelt and truth, forgiving zul gut), wankgreſion = 


sa and fn. ** > Pelle report und Wor- 


Gobſipping ſaid, „ If now L have fo 
5% L. she G Lon v, 1 prey thee 

e ee e 
Aer to 20; 3306b wont dane gf; 9 5 35. 
7 INS $4 Þ oo e5- aob-2, 


grace in thy 


204. . 


— Ie ſays to Moſes, 641 ap- 15 
« peared unto Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob by the 
„name of Gop AzMrcnatr, but by my name 
Eno an, was I not known unto them. (4) ( The 
word tr anflated Lon p- in the Old Teſtament. 3 


dearing fignification of this name, that they ud 
it very much in their ſongs of praiſe ; hence in the 
15th of Exodus it is uſed eight times in the com- 


among us; and 
30 uf pardon ; 


95 ſuited his titles in merey to his creatures, and.va; 


7250 den of men, that they might, afford. comfort and 
ſtrength in the time of need, What hath been 


5 Auent of the laſt Methodiſt Conference, & Eternal 
* Generation is Eternal Nonſenſe i I am certain 


arguments endeayeur to plead fot an pld tradition 


forefathers, I make fot but they would ſoo 


þ | „„ - | 
1 . our ui * en, fo wine S: 
Vente Se.” ay SOT Tt 5 ; 


: Hence i it is ien * . SS our. Gos 


ried them according to the exigencies of the chil. 


ſaid may ſuffice as; an example in this; and 855 
Other ſenſe, in which He enforces his authority by 
| his righteous, holy, and dreadful name; but 
none of them can we diſcoyer the manner of bi 
exiſtence, or (ſtrictiy ſpeaking) hat God is in 
Hinzu but rather what He is unto us. It is 
. generally thought that the term Father is natural, 
nNeceſſary, and eternal, as properly deſcriptive of 
One Perſon in the Trinity; this ariſes from the 
tracdition (ſuch as it is) that the Father. degot a 
Sen, whole exiſtence is" coeval. With His own, 
1. e. Eternal, This is called by ſchoolmen Eier- 
ne! Generation; but to uſe the wards oft the Preſi- 


- 
— 22 


| there i is nothing in the Bible to ſupport ſuch a no- 
 $ion5;but/ man not liking to be contradicted may is 
ty to ſupport a tottering cauſe, and by ſophiſtical t 


A held. and taught by the great and learned; itstruth 
however has been \ Talpetied ; and were efrotel 
 taiits e n g inclined to Think it poſſible 
or them to be milled. by tradition, as well as their 


be an; much. ſurprized that ever ſuch a thing 
'#hould be — as we are 2.08 aſtoniſhed con- 


N che once | Famous dofrine of Tranſub- 
"tion. 1 at 80 t. ir Nee 32 


n 


% \ EAST; 


13 


and that the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chrift takes that name from his Son, being be- 
gotten i in time of the Virgin M 


ther notice in its proper place; unleſs it is admit- 


ted that his glorious 1 21 exiſted a8 das * 7 


fret of creatures*. 7s 


In all the texts SR ele terms Father, gon ; 
ind Holy Gho#, or any two of them, are men- 


tioned 5 diſtin from each other, if the ſcope is 


attended to, it will appear, that they are not diſ- 
tinguiſhed as being of a different nature, or with 
reſpect to their Deity; or in the leaſt to teach us 

the # manner of their exiſtence, but only in conſide- 
ration of the ſeveral parts they are repreſented as 
ſuſtaining in creation, government, - redemption, Fe 

| wy the fanckiſteation of mankind. „ . 


The wor Father, as lied to Gopi in general, 5 85 
is a figurative term, ex reſſing the relation be- 
tween the Creator and his creatures; but can 
prove nothing concerning the manner in which HOES 
the Creator exiſts. If the term Father was an 
eſſential, interyal, charatter, e to one, to 


A dodo believed or 
lm, and alſo by many modern Divines, ſuch as Dr. 
Henxy Mong, Dr. Fowler, Biſhop of Gloceſter, a Preſby- 


ter in the Church ot England, in defence of Biſhop Fowris; 
Mr. RopexT FLeminG, Mr. Joszrn Hvssr, Dr. Gasratts 
Biſhop of Cheſter, Dr. W Dr, . Dr, Xytours 7 


OE N — * N 


* 


But 1 ſhall 3 to prove that the terry ; 
Father as applied to God, Is a relative character, 


; and that his 
being called a So before his incarnation, was 


polepticaliy, or by anticipation, which I ſhall fur. 


. 


e | 


8 and ther primitive 


Dy 


5 det n * 18 N manner 07 bis Sandee 


divine ſubſiſtence in Deity, (as is ſuppoſed) then 
this term would be proper to one only, excluſive 
of the other two, But reyelation teacheth us, 
that in many. places where the term Father is uſed, 
_ all that is divine muſt be included, and not a 
word to point out one only of the divine. three; 
but refers to Gop as the maker, and conſervator 
of his creatures; in which ſenſe it belongs to all 


5 he three, wha. in this reſpect, are one. 


1 20. Pg hes 1 . to . nar he 
Diane Being under the character of Father Ca), 
c Our Father, who art in heaven.” It cannot 
be denied that all that is divine, and properly the 
object of worſhip, is included in the word Father 
here; a JJ Chriſt and the Holy Ghoſt are in- 

. cluded in the object of worſhip ; therefore they 
mult be ncladed in the term Father, in this, as 
well as in the following texts; © Have we not all 


c one FaTHER But to us there is but one Gop 


* the Faruk, of whom are all things. — One 
% Gop and FATHER of all, who is above all, and 
through all, and in you all. —Shall we not 


„„ rather be in 79 unto che FATHER 


| 5 of Mitt and live 205 * 5 


Put if we find that Jeſus Chri i _ then name 


Faller, it will certainly prove, that it is not pe- 
«<v1iar to one, and ſo cannot in any ſenſe be deſ- 

cr piive of the manner he ſubſiſts in Deity. It is 
7 ens that 1 AFL 2 e the church 905 
| 8 By 6 


Ay Maith, vi 9. 00 Mat is, 10. 1 cor . Erh. 
iv. 6. lid xi. 25 Ee 


Fc 


the. been of whon Moſes ſays, 5 1 ha. not 
te thy FATHER that bought thee? hath he not 
1 „made thee, and tablitfed thee Nc * #7 alas 
n is exprels to this purpoſe, “ Unto us a Child is 
e „ born” which is no other than Jeſus Chriſt, 
„ © and his name ſhall be called the everlaſting 
l, . FATHER. —==Doubtleſs thou art our F A THER, 
a 1 „ thou, © Ford, art our FarHER, our Re- 
1 deemer, thy name is from everlaſting. Ce d UP | 
Ir i Hence it appears that the term Father | 18 not given 13 
m to diſtinguif one from another as they ſubſiſt in 
Deity : but rather ſignifies, firſt, a term of rela- 
ion Ne Gop and man; and ſecondly, be- 
he I tween Gop and Feſus_ Chriſt conſidered as His 
„ proper Son: which will appear more evident by 
ot conſidering in what further ſenſe Gov is eck a 
* Four. in Seripture. . FEA HANS 
er . 
in- 0b is clit 2 Father, becauſe 1551 is the crea- 
ey tor of all t thin, 


gs, Have we not all one e 

4 hath not one Gon created us? FF As 
children bear the i image” of their father, fo 60 4 e 
made man in his image, For man is the mags | 

y- * and glory of 9 ie ot I | 


"They are called Ebert who iept children f in- 
ta their family, and give them the title and privi- 
lege of children; in this reſpe& Goo is called a 
Father, Bleſſed be the God and Father of our 
* Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who hath predeſtinated us r - 
* to. the adoption child en by Jeſus Chriſt to 
“ himſelf, "ing to the 99 OS. of his 
66 will C . : . 
'c "It LI Res 


*7 c) Den. ii. 6: 705 Ila. i ix. 6, Ixiii. 16. 4 3 Mat it 
— (f1 FRET. (s) Eph. Ls. . bs pion 
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lle is their Father, as heb 


\ [ : a» * 
=" 1 c ! 
2 ; 3 28 
* - N , - p [ 7 I 
* « af 4 "x 


5 ather, as heBegets them again by 
the energy of truth, and makes them to bear his 


name, Bleſſed be the God and Father of our 


Lord Yeſus Chriſt, who, according to“ his a- 
_ * bundant mercy, hath begotten us again unto 2 
_ © lively hope, c. lle that overcometh, ! 


< vill write upon him the name of my Cod. (aq), 


Beſides ſuch general ideas of paternity, it will 
de found, chat there is no property or affeQion 
which fathers, as ſuch, among men, are endowed 
xwith, that is not aſcribed to Goo as the Father of 


uus Children, through faith in.Chri/t. Fefus, ſuch 


ss, feeding, loving, paring, forgiving, correcting, 
Fmphathizing with and caring for them, &c. 


Nich reſpeck to Joe Christ, the ſcripture re- 
prsſents Go as a Father, in his being God's 
begotter-—his only bsgotten ſon—his firſt born, 
Kc. Thou art my lon, this day haye I begot- 
& ten thee, We beheld his glory, the glory 


dus of the only begotten of the Father. Who 


is the image of the inviſible God, the firſt born 
e gf every creature. -I will make him my firſt 
0 porn, Þigher than the kings of the earth. 0 
born, higher than che kings of the earth. (0 


As a father commits the charge of all his 
affairs to his only ſo2, fo tle % of God is made 


governor of all hings, . I nto us a ſon is given, 
and the government ſhall be upon his ſhoul. 
3 © ers.——The Father loveth the Son, and hath 


VVV 
40 Pia. l 5. Jobo f. 14 


8 


5 
my 


(e) 1 Pet. i. 3. Rev. fi. 12. 


Col. i. 15. Pal. Axis, 27. (c) Ida. ix. 6, 7. John ii. 35 
„„ J 8 


5 1 7 
* a Father, he owns and makes known Fe 2 
| Chriſt as his ſon, This is my 2 on” in 
A Wu 25 T am well 7 8 . 4e | 


8 2 e he ſent the ſon to ) fulfil bis will 
in accompliſhing the work of redemptioh,—pre- 
pared him for that great work, —ſupported and 
inſtructed him prac iu ap rewarded him after 
uit was finiſhed. To theſe might be added mani- 
n fold inſtances where Chriſt addreſſes God as his 
d Father ; we might turn to St. Paul's Epiſtles for 
of Þ illuſtration of this ſubject, where one thing 1 is re- 
ch markable, that in his ſalutations at the beg ginning Fs 
7, of every epiſtle, he carefully ſupports the diſtinc- 

tion betwixt God as a FaTHER, and Jeſus Chrift 
as a Son; and to conclude all, tells us, that when 
e- he ſhall have finiſhed the whole adminiſtration, 
's which Goo hath entruſted him with as his Son, 


n, then he ſhall deliver up the kingdom to Ged his Ne 


Ito . and Guy ſhall be all 1 in all. 

1 Te 5 
15 The executive part a the thine ceconciny be- | 
rn ing finiſhed, there is no further uſe ſor the œconi- 
rſt mical- authority and ſubjection, , the ſuperiority, | 
„and f PORT in the 8 and 1 
5 characters. e 


. the N 1 may venture to affirm, hit = 
there is not one idea which can, with any pro- 
priety, be prefixed tothe term Father, as applied 
to Gop in the whole revelation, but what has a 


och * or E eons 
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plain reference to the works of Gon, either in crea- 3 


| a tall now 1 5 8 ſents ofthe 
| ten Sen as applied to the Lord Feſus Chr - 
3 It has been ſhewed above, in ſeveral-patticulars, 
in what ſenſe Gad is called the Father of Jeſus 
- Chriſt; andi as father and fon are correlates, that 
nis, one. that ſtands in an oppoſite relation to ano - 
ther, any impartial and rejudiced teadet may 
eeeaſily conceive in What ſe ele Feſus.Cbrift is called 
the Son of G . „„ ; bodtinad 26 5 
64d 5: 15 3 Oe Sab ni ! 
. But as Fa ne certain pp age; myrea - 
1 ders, through the prejudice of eduration, ana 
| bias in favour; of other notions concerpint this 
point, will, on that account, not ſo readily 
ſee the concluſion concerning the; Sonſhip of 
Chriſt, which natively. flows: the ſcripture 
account of God at a Hather for that reaſon; 1. 
ſhall be ohliged to open this ſubject in a more par- 
ED ticular. manner, that no room may be left for en. 
I tertaining. prepoſſęſſed opinions, ſo contrary to the 
ſcccripture account of that great article of the chriſ- 
. „ un zich ITT k 7455 = 325 1214 t 5 8 32 þ 
5 7 it T® 1. 191 2 31517 L301: 27 bf 
1 praceed therefore. t 2a; aber the i notion. 
25 of generation, which: is ſa uniformly ee to be 
the proper ground of our Saviour's ſonſhip. This 8 
is a matter of the greateſt importance to a proper 
diſcovery and eſtabliſhment of the lruth ie are in- 
Ls veſtigating. The Sonſhip of our bleſſed Saviour 
is uniformly expreſſed in the fame language. that 
is applied to the generated ſons of men; here 
fore it isneceflary to aſcertain in what genetation, 
28 applied to human beings, eſſentialyi conſiſts, 
that we may thence infer what it muſt import 
. | when app bed. to 1 8 the e a the 
a6 85 1 v1 5 e 
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ie” ee confilianagl in the produdtio of: 2 wn 
being into exiſtence that had no-ſort.of exi 


before: that is a creation not a generation. Ac * 85 
cording to the moſt accurate diſcoveries, every 


animal and human being: exiſts in a living animal- 


cular ſtate; previous to its generation. It exiſts 


in the father, partaker of his nature, and one with 


him in eſſence, yet diſtinguiſhed from him by its 
individual ſubſiſtence”) This. its originalexiltencet. | 


and character depend not on the willof its father, 


but: flow from the ſame conſtitution of nature 1 
the father himſelf. While it continues in this d? 


riginal ſtate it may exiſt; with the father in the 


ſame manhood: but! never is, nor can be qalled | 
his ſon: much leſs can it have a filial: relation to- 


its mother, with whom it has only a capability 
connection, but is not yet connected. In what, 
then, does generation properly. conſiſt. ? ĩt conſiſts 
in the unition of this original living principle, 


communicated by the father as the chief comti. 


tuent of the future: child, with another andll an $f 


additional fubſtance derived from the mother in 
conception, forming the complex perſon procreated ; 
of both, and who | 204 this generation. and parti- 


cipation. of the ſubſtance of both parents, is, whena | 


bern into the world, called the ſon of both. This 
is che general, and acknowledged theory of gene- 
rayon; and ſuch are the terms in which the ge. 
neration and conception of our bleſſed Saviour 


16 expreſled in e Bits and ſuch is their . 1a 


| . hz 395 | | Lat ONS Is 
1 Ie hit 59 wever 8 ee hb 40 . b 
N can og the Sox: of God in his g generation 
and ä mult PVT ory from, and in- 
3 de, 


- A 


0 . 
. of mere man, „ by 


: finitely lic the 
F- which it is explained to us; and there, whatever 
cCorreſponds not to the glorious ſubjeQ muſt be 
removed, and the compariſon ſtop. But from 
|  _ the general reſemblance of the ſubje&s; we ſhall 
| find that without either ſtraining the metaphor, 
| or degrading in any reſpect the divine perſon and 
= 3 2 of our glorious Redeemer, it will apply 
in more inſtances, and contribute more to illuſ- 
trate this important article of our holy religion, 
|  _ than at firſt view we may be apt to imagine.— | 
 -, Thus for inſtance; does generation ſignify not a 
production of a ſubſtance,” or even of a: ſimple 
_ perſon that had no exiſtence before, but the pro- 
Auction of a complex perſon from a pre- exiſtent 
prineiple i the perſon of Chriſt is chiefly conſti- 
tiuted of the e e eternal pate np or 8 N 
nn Godhead®, Fat 
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= Does the eee e FARE elt i in are * 
5 neral. ſubſtance of the 8 7 7 band 3 ane the 
; Dp; „%%ͤĩ “; Üœ ö ame 
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5 The t terms 1 10 2 . am e to uſe hath 
0 for diſtinction's fake, not that I think them characters natural 
and gEntia/ to the manner of their ſubſiſtence in Deity, as'is | 
commonly ſuppoſed : but upon what authority (tradition ex- 
_ cepted) I Lie not. The ſcriptures no where teach that the 
Father is ig in ſubfiſtence in Deity, the Son ſecond, ind the 
_ _ Holy Ghoſt third. It is written, ei there are three, and theſe 
| three are one,” and more we know not ; for chere is not one 
_— expreſſion i in the Bible which ſpeaks of the Father and calls. 
damm the fir. The Lord Feſus Chrift ſaith of himſelf, . I am 
rend \Omegas the Beginning and the End, dhe Tip and 
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wie Lat.“ No, ſay the ſupporters of this ſcheme, 7 Bou art 
| - the ſecond, the perſon of the Father is the fit? Is not this 
- , , teaching himto ſpeak. who gevt a mouth ꝛ0 man 7 Wer; - 
x GUT be to the or of truth? 
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fame - nature under a different ſubſiſtence che 
ſecond perſon of the Godhead poſſeſſes the divine 
nature: and what is more the fame numerical na- 
ture with the firſt, and poſſeſſes that nature alſo 
under a diſtinct perſonal ſubſiſtence, Is the pre- 


_ exiſtent living principle in human generation, not 


the reſult of the father's will, nor dependent up- 
on it for exiſtence, but exifls in and with him, 
by the ſame law or neceſſity of nature as himſelf | 
exiſts ?—ſo the divine Logos co-exiſts with the o- 
ther divine perſons in the fame divine eſſence, and 


by the ſame neceſſity of nature, by which the Di: 


vinity in general, and ever 1 ſubfiſtence, 
= that divinity" does eit { DTT 4 


. 1 * 
: 33 


Does human gen get eneration Lenk in 4 unition 
of this original ving principle, with an acceſ= 585 
. ſubſtance derived from the female parent? 


this divine generation conſiſts iti the unition 


of the divine Logos, not only with a human foul 
created by God, but with a human body alfo, de- 
rived from the ſubſtance of the blefled Virgin, 

and both united with the' divine Word. Is this 
addition to the original principle made by the ge- 


netation of the father, the conception of the mo 


ther, and the energy of the living principle ?— _ © 
ſo Gon the Father, by whoſe peculiar agency this 
human nature was formed and united to his di- 
vine Nord, is affirmed to have begotten this = 
rious perſon, Pſal. ii. 6.—The bleſſed Virgin, of 
whom his body was formed, is faid to have con- 
ceived and born him, Iſa. vii. 14.—And the Word 
to have partook of human nature, and bad be made 
in TRIO . N 1 2 5 * l 
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| From this unition ofthe original principle-wit 
1 the acceſſary ſubſtance is there conſtituted and 
produced a more viſible and complex perſon, b 
; poſſeſſing the nature of both parents, and taking 8 
ds denomination of Jon, from both, but chief, 
dem the Father from whom the chief conſtituent MF 
| - of its perlon was derixed ? fo, from the incarna- p 
8 tion of the divine Mord, is conſtituted the complex f. 
perſon of Immanuel, partaking perfectly the na 
: ture of Gov and of man, called not unfrequently, y 
|) Hort improperly the Sor :of man, yet chiefly and 2 
| molt frequently the Son of God, ft a en rung 5 
Fl both parents the beſt pledge of their love? ſo 9 
we ſhall find this glorious God. man is the beſt 8. 
 - . pledge of friendſhip between Gop and man, and e: 
=: Ik for every office of mediator.betwixt them. I at 
Bruch is the amazing agreement between the in-. 
|| _- , carnitionof the divine Word and human genera- te 
tion. Io no other view of our Saviour's perſon | 
| that ever has beenorcan be given, can thele pri-] 
' _ mary evidences. of his ſonſhip apply. In every 
_ effentiat and neceflary point do they apply to our N ar 
Saviour's incarnation, and the conlitution of his 
Ref ain perſon, which we have here afligned as 
the foundation of his ſonſhip ; and therefore they 
Furniſh a, moſt. convincing proof that in this ſenſe, 
aud in this only, .is. Chris, Feſt the Sun. of God, . 


But we are not left to ſuch phyſiological ana- 
Iogies to inveſtigate and aſcertain a truth, of ſuch 
' Infinite and univerſal importance to mankind. 
Beſides theſe general characteriſtics of our Savi- 

 our's, Sonfhip, Gop hath given us many particu- 

lar and clear declarations of ſcripture, deſcribing 
the perſon to whom this character, Son of God, 
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une 


1 
pay he Pollelles 3 it. 


5 | 


are agreed, contains a prediction of the glorious 


compliſhed. 833 e 


a. manifeſted, he fays, << unto us à child is born, 
ch“ unto us a ſon is given; c! 
as in human generation, a 0 


id is not called a 


(6) Wink 4d Mk 
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belongs, "and refting us to indge upon k wha 7 5 


9 of the rſt bg aN ed. is 11 5 pros 3 
phetic one given of him by his divine Father him- 
ſelf, Pal. ii. 7. Thou art 1 7 beloved Son, this 
« day I have begotten thee.” This pſalm, as e- 
very part of it indicates, and the beſt interpreters 


rince Meſſiah, God in our nature. The words 
quoted declare bn to be God's Son, his begotten | 
Son, begotten however, not from eternity, but, 
expreſlily affirmed to be begotten this day, even 
at that auſpicious æra when. he was to appear as 
Meſſiah, and when the other events here predic- 
ted of him, in that character, were ads to be ac- 4 


\ Waiah, as directed < God, ho tes the birth > 
and character of this Son of God, and reſts both 
upon the ſame foundation, Behold a Virgin 

&« ſhall conceive and bear A Son, and ſhall call 
« his-name Immanuel,” who, as his. name imports ; 
and the inſpired Evangeliſt hath rendered it (a), 
is God with us. Accordingly, when the ſame e- 
- Þ rangelic prophet deſcribes this perſon as born. and 


arly implying, that . 


ſon till ĩt ĩs born, ſo neither did Chriſt become the 
ſon, either of Gop or of man, until the generation 
and birth of his perſon. as Immanuel. Correſpon, 
dent to this. en and to the complex PRIOR 0 
Th 
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8 fo 8 are 0 names 5 a 6 c 
be is immediately deſcribed, The r 
e ſhall be upon his ſhoulders, and his name ſhall 
be called, wonderful, counſellor, the. mighty God, 
„ everlaſting. Father, the Prince of peace ; 'of 
Ache increaſe of his government and peace there 
7 ſhall be no end. (a) All which characters apply 
do his complex perſon, and to that only, - and 
alſo intimate that the ſon here foreto d, was 
to be God and man in one perſon, and that by the 
unition of theſe two natures in the Virgin's womb, 
Was this IP! aw e e * 
N A 


e 


II wa the old ME ER we come 11 0 to 


5 8 new, we ſhall find this fundamental article of 
exvealed religion aſcertained by ſtill clearer and 
more dectfive exjdence. 5 . 


3 When the angel Gabriel W to 7 bleſſed 
0 Virein our Saviour's conception and birth, he 

-.; - Thou ſhalt coneeive in thy womb, and 
|. dende forth a ſon, and ſhalt call His name Jeſu 
* he ſhall be great, and ſhall be called the fon o 
the Higheſt: that is, according to the ſacred 
8 language, which calleth perſons and things what 
they really are, he ſhall be the ſon of God moſt 
high; © andthe Lord God ſhall give unto him 


the "throne of hig father David, and he ſhall 
8 = reign over the Youſe of Jacob forever, and 

« of his kingdom there ſhall be no end. (J)“ 
This is the fulfilment of '1/aiah's prophecy, and 


: ? the glorious erg an; is now to be AI and 


F e Wert 
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and 


8 forth; who is s called, i in the fame per- 
ſon, the Son of God moſt high, —the Son of David ; 
which plainly intimates that his ſonſhip, both dis 
vine and human,, apply to him as God-man; and 
conſequently that his generation conſiſts in the 
unition of theſe natures. in his e * 11 


St. John, when fi repreſents our Saviour* $ per- 


Fa repreſents his ſonſhip in the very ſame light. 


He does not ſay, in the beginning was the Son, 
but, In the beginning was the Word, and the 
4 Ward was with God, and the Word was God.“ 
Here is his character, before his 1 incarnation, as 
ſecond perſon in the Godhead, diſtinct in ſubſiſ- 
tence from the other perſons, yet of the ſame di- 
vine effence. But how does this diyine perſon, co- 
eternal and -co-effential with the firſt, become the 


Son of God? this St John clearly informs us in tb 


iſt chap. ver. 14. The Word was made fleſh, _ 


e and dwelt amongſt us, and we beheld his glory, 


« the glory as of the only begotten. of the Father, 


and who had become fuch, by this acceſſion . 


humanity, by the divine power, to his original di- 
vinity, as is plainly intimated. Accordingly, this - - 
apoſtle, who had tents called Chr it, before 
his incarnation, the Word, has uniformly after it, 
called him the Son, and the only begotten $0 . 


cap, meaning thereby, his r 7 perſon . 


God-man, the Saviour of the world. 


What further proves Obrist to „ be the Son 7 0 


God, as he is. God-man, is, that the name Son of 
God i is, in 
characters of Min, both perſonal and official, 


vhu 4 aur . in his e perſon» 
i dh D 2 


* wo 


ſcripture, joined with all thoſe other . . 2 


8 een of $08 in his N 


4 


Theſe nies! aire; - Mi Son of Man, Erin 
or Meſſiah, Jeſus or the Saviour, together with 


che offices he executes in effecting our falyation, 
All theſe deſcribe our Saviour in his compound 


perſon; and if we conſult the ſcriptures we ſhalt 


find, that with all theſe the term Son of God is 
joined, and always uſed as deſcriptive of the ſame 


perſon to which theſe are aſcribed. Again; the 


firſt perſon of the Trinity is ſeldom called the Fa- 
8 ther, or the ſecond the Son, before our Saviour's 
incarnation; and when they are ſo called, it is 
5 always with a view to it; but after his incarna- 
tion, they are commonly diſtinguiſhed by theſe 
or OE TrY; and by the N e 


This ren uk will 66 tit une evident, 


when we conſider that Christ, as Son, is com- 
monly repreſented in ſeripture, as ſomewhat in- 
ferior and ſubordinate to the Father, and that 
both in his perſonal and official character; and 
not only in his ſtate of humiliation upon earth, but 
ulſo of "bis higheſt exaltation i in heayen.—But if 
(ric, as Son of God, is thus repreſented ina 
- character inferior to the Father, and yet is affirmed 
as God to be equal and one with him, the plain 
inference is, that his character, as Son of God, is 


different from, and i in ſome reſpect inferior to, his 


character as Gop ; and that this inferiority muſt 

reſult from his having aſſumed an inferior nature 
into union with his divine N 82 Am 

ns thereby” the Son of God, 1 


- Zalthy; whit further = tha ; er is 73 


ex perſon, is, that this 
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only, agrees with all the different characters af- 
cribed in ſcripture to the Son of God: and ſo has 
the univerſal voice of revelation joining in proof 


df. 


Such is the manifold and convincing evidenc?2 
(and it might have been carried to much greater 
length, if conſiſtent with the brevity of our plan) 
that Jeſus Christ, in the unition of bath his na- 


tures, is the Sou or Gop; and that he became 


ſo, when theſe natures were united in the gene- 
ration and birth of the glorious IMMANUEL. 
I Iwill briefly here attempt to ſhew the abſurdity 
and impropriety of the generally received opinion - 
that.Chri/ is Son of God by eternal generation. 


The ſcriptures intimate that the divine plurality.” 
are as neceſſary, according to what they teach us. 


concerning the being and exiſtence of a Gon, as 
the divine nature, which is but one: and as the 
word Gop points out to us, all that is in Gp: 


then it muſt follow, that one perſon cannot be a 
exiſtence of another: and none of theſe. perſons _ 
it is neceſſary for him to be God; Teeing he muſt 


be included in the term God. This does not 


ondeſcenſion, to fulfil the purpoſes of Jenovan 
Concerning men, which was not abſolutely neceſ- 
ary to the being and exiſtence of Goo. 


cauſe in any ſenſe whatſoever of the perſonality or 


can be called the Son of God, in that ſenſewhich 


hinder him from being Son of God in another. 
enſe, viz. the relation he undertook in divine 


” 


1 when Crip 3 5; Nalled 5 "I 6f God, if 
. term God be taken for the Deity, this will 


75 deſtroy the popular ſcheme, for then he will be 


the ſon of the eſſence; but according to it, he is 


the ſon of one perſon in the eſſence. If this i is ſo, 
it muſt follow, that whereſoever the Son of God 
is mentioned, the term Gop mult be reſtricted to 
done perſon, viz. the Father, excluſive of the o- 
ther two. Does not this plainly ſuppoſe, that the 
Father only is God? that is to ſay, he is Gov 
In ſuch a ſenſe, as neither of the other two per- 


ſons are ; which is the very ſouf of that doctrine 


. ee 2275 Ariani © hin 


Thus it is Cold; that is Soles dodhine by 


= 3 conſequence is countenance i in 1 92 
N orthodox ſcheme. . 


It cannot be: denied, that every Meer 8 in 
point of time, be poſterior or after its cauſe : con- 


ſequently every et mult. have a beginning. F. 
lation, or ſonſhip, is an ect, and therefore mult 
have had a beginning. Now, if one in deity be 
naturally and neceſlarily a ſon, it will as neceſſa- 
ily follow that his, nature is derived; fince that is 
3 Armed to be natural to him which is an ee and 
muſt be derived, Every kind of derivation ſup - 
poſeth the beginning of the thing derived: but 
generation (according to all the ideas we can have 
of generation) is one kind of derivation, and muſt 
neceſſaril ſuppoſe a beginning of that which is 

: renierated. - 
Fation, with reference to time past, is a direct 
1 contradiction, and is the ſame as if we thould fay, 
100 the e fr IE or ow DO 


Conſequently to put eternal to £en-- 


— woo ano woe tc 


29. 


Wen may further obſerve, that i in thoſe. texts 75 
where Christ is called a Sox, we cannot ſuppoſe 
his deity abſtractedly is, or can be deſigned, ac- 
cording to the just and most natural interpreta- 
tion of the texts. 
two for example; and hint the inconſistency of 
applying the term Son, expreſſed or understood 
in them, - to the 1 5 our Lord 1 5 


We ſhall mention one or 


Christ. 


FE! 


* 3 8, An the Vahir' gave me command- - 
te ment, even ſo I doc). To ſuppoſe one in 
the divine plurality commanding; another 'obey- _ 
ing, without relation to their ceconomical characs? 
ters, is wholly inconſiſtent with their equality and. 
ſelf-exiſtence ; as the will, power, and glory of 
the three are one in the ſame nature,. Father, 
>. ' glorify thou me with thine own ſelf, with the 


« glory which I had with thee before the world 


6 was(b).—To confine the ſonſhip implied here. 
to the divine perſon of Chriſt, would make one 
divine perſon pray to another, and that for the 
reſtoration of a glory which the ſame divine per- 
ſon once had, and is at that time diveſted of: all 
which is impoſſible in pure deity; for, „He is 
without variableneſs or ſhadow of turning _ 
The Father Joveth the Son, and hath given all 
things into his hand(e).” As @ Son, he receives 
all things from the Father, but as he is God, he 
can receive nothing; he hath an original right to 
2 es e 4 is nt a W as 0 Ll : 


49 ED 21. aj. Joba wi 5. Wo Janes i. C i 
fed . 


All the fundamental articles of faith, neceiiary 
80 lalvation, are plain, familiar, eaſy to be under- 
Lt  ftood, and clearly revealed in the word of God. 
Mou to take his ſonſhip for an eternal generation 

' - of the divine perſon of the Lord Jeſus, by the 
\ pPerſon of the Father, is what no man ever profeſ- 
| led to underſtand any thing about: but even by 

all the ſupporters thereof, it. is acknowledged to 
bean incffable, inconceivable myſtery : which ne- 
| vertheleſs would not make it falſe, was it matter 


| Had God made known the truth of it, we were 
then bound to believe it, though we could not 
dlaeefine the manner of it. But for my own part, I 
freely confefs, after many years ſearch, I never 
could find, and 1 ſuppoſe it would puzzle the 
Whole world to find, the leaſt hint of any eternal 
generation in all the word of God. There is not 
one text, where the Lord Jeſus is called the eter- 
nal Son of God, or that he was begotten from 


That he is the eternal God is maniſeſt from a- 

bundance of ſcriptures; but that he is an eternal 
Ban, the divine oracles no where intimate. ——— 

Therefore, eternal generation, is merely the pro- 
duct of man's invention; for it cannot be gathered 
from revelation by the remoteſt conſequence. | 


Having ſhewed what the ſcriptures teach. us 
cC0Concerning the ceconomical characters of Father | 
and Son, the next enquiry ſhould be into what we 


* ; N ; : ; "+ 3 
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At is Mob by PE desde! in . taat 
he is Gop, Locus the names, perfection, and- 


works proper only to God, are aſcribed to him in 
divine revelation. I ſhall therefore now but very 


_ briefly hint ſome things, to ſhew, that his ſerip- 


ture character is œconomical. As to the notion, 


commonly received, of a natural, neceſſary, and 


eternal proceſſion of che Holy Gho/t, from the 


Father and the Sen, is what 1 cannot find 275 5 


2 N for i in revelation. 


The only text alledged for ef of anal pro- 
ceffion, is what our Lord ſays, (John xv. 26.) 


When the comforter is come, whom I will ſend- 


« unto you from the Father, even the Spirit of 
« Truth, which proceedeth from the Father, he- 
«© ſhall teſtify of me.” The Spirit proceeding from 
the Father here, is manifeſtly ſpeaking of his miſ- 
flon, not of his ec eſſence or divine perſonality, 
as is ſuppoſed. Our Lord is intimating to his dif. 
eiples, what they might expect from the Jews: for 


bearing teſtimony to the truth of his character: 
but for their comfort in view of ſuch difficulties, 
he informs them, that he would “ ſend the com- 


«©forter, as another witneſs from the Father, even 


e the Spirit of Truth, who proceeds or comes out 


from the Father, and he ſhould teftify of him.” 


The whole reſpe&s the greatneſs of the evidence, 


which he promiſes to add to what he had formerly 
Es e the Dur 1 his TE the 
eſſiah. 1 


As the OH SPetdeth." in the text, is made 


the Xt ay * eternal 12 75 Al, why th 
112% NO. 


1 of the Son Tek natufl j eat Soni from 
the Father, is not made another article of reli- 
gion? for there is the ſame reaſon for the one as 
the other, if our Lord is to be credited, who faith, . 


Dos proceeded forth and came from God. Now, | 


this! is never applied to the divine perſon of Chriſt : 
no, nor (by any that I know) to what they call 

his eternal generation: but is univerſally under- 
| ſtood of his mi/jion, and coming forth from God 
with commiſſion and authority as his minister; 
and common ſenſe tells us, that to come from the 
Father, and to be Jew ” 0" are terms of hank 

; ws 1 5 7 


<4 1 or then 1 that 8 8 and ü 
coming forth of the Spirit from the Father, ſnould 
be ſcrewed up to an argument for his eternal pro- 
af jon, any more than the other. As the proceed- 
ing and coming forth of Chriſt, Gonifies his mis. 


- fien into the world: ſo that of the Spirit muſt re- 


fer to his official character, as a ſanctifier and com- 
forter, which part he aQs in conſummating the 
great work of man's ſalvation. But it is impoſſible 
that one of the divine three can exiſt by proceeding. 
. = another, conſiſtent wil their Oy 90 
- NO „„ Far FAg, 0 | 


1. is e 1 PE term thly Obo, or 
a is natural, and peculiar to one of the divine 
three ; but ſuch as do ſo, ſhould inform us in 


what ſenſe he is peculiarly holy, or a ſpirit, that 


the other two are not. It is a pity that men _ 

pretend to ſee ſo far beyond revelation, and 
can render no reaſon for what they ſo boldly 1 

5 firm. The e ay, that | 0d 1 is a ur, l 


2 — 


and 


at 


md Laſt God 18 lah, which muſt include al that 


$ called Ged. 


712 


The name, Eh Ghoet, can MAY ON be no 9 


| nition of any diſtinguiſhing eſſential property of 


one in the divine plurality: and ſo can have no 


reference to the internal unity or een, Amang 
the Divine 7. bres. 


4 Holy Ghoet and Spivit f God are terms of. the 
fame ſignification in the New-teſtament ; and are 
expreſſive of that part he ackt in the divine @cono- 
my revealed to us in ſcripture. He is called Holy 
* Spirit, or Inſpirer, becauſe ſent by the Father and 


the Son, to fanctify and quicken thoſe with a prin - 


| ciple of ſpiritual and divine life, whom he enables 
to receive his teſtimony in the word. In this ſenſe, 


the Father by Mee, (or the part he ſuſtains in the 
| grow. ceconomy, ſends him as a witneſs and com- 
orter. In this ſenſe, the Son by.9 Mice, requeſts. - 
the Father to ſend him ; and in this fenſe, the 


Holy Spirit by Mee, e or aer, K the: 


. 


"Hei is ane! Hal Spirit, n not to _ 9 man- „ 


ner of his divine relation to the Father and Son. 
or his exiſtence in Deity, as is commonly afferted, 


this we have no authority for in ſcripture : but 
rather becauſe he is infallibly holy in himſeſſß, and 


has inſpired holy men to write the word of Goo, 


full of holy and ſpiritual truth, by which he 
works holy and ſpiritual principles, qualities, and 
affections in his people, enabling them to perform 
the holy and ſpiritual e or "HANS W 15 
therein... 85 : | 


= 


34 


klei 18 ITY ahi; the Spirit. 97 . Siri | 
of Chriſt, —the Spirit of truth, —of adoption, —of 


faith, love, holineſs, a ſound mind, —of ſupplication, 


grace and glory, All which appellations 2 
dently reſpect the economy of redemption : ſo 
that we may conclude, that th, with all the o- 

ther names the Holy: * en in benpture, are 


, | 


„Büt to make this ill mote ren we ſhall 


; take A 1 ſhort view of FIR 9 aſcribed t to the 


1 is ident . creation dk is attributed 


to the SpikIr Jenovan, and it muſt neceſſarily 


follow that providence is another work in which 
be 38 intimately concerned. 
| Jfrael in the wilderneſs is a work attributed to the 
pH, He inſpired. the writers of the Old- teſta- 
ment, —the writings of the New-teſtament were 
indited by the ſame unerring guide.— He gave 
thoſe whom he fent on extraordinary occaſions, 
the power of working miracles, as a teſtimony of 
their being ſent of Gop. A great part of the 
© Spirit's work, mentioned in ſeripture, has a par- 
_ ticular relation to Chriſt himſelf, in a variety of 
reſpects. It was allo a great end of his miſſion, 
n reprove the world of fin, righteouſneſs, and 
judgment.“ We might allo notice the convince- 
ing work of the Spirit upon the redeemed,—his 
work in their juſtification, adoption, regeneration, | 
„ ſanctification,—in their conſolation, 8 5 
_— rance and . in * e 


. 
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ben what has been briefly Hates concerning — 
the miſſion, appellations, and works of the Spiri, m 1 
is abundantly-plain, that the character of the 
Holy Ghoft which we have in revelation is wholly. :. $1 
economical: and that he is called Hely Spirit, 
and Spirit of Gop, from the nature of his „ 
which is all the internal and ſpiritual part of che wi 
great ceconomy, which Gov hath purpoſed to car- 
ry on in all ages, till the whole is conſummated i in 5 
the complete felicity of his ſaints, in the full en- 
joyment of-himſelf. And I think it will be im- 
poflible for the friends of a natural, neceſſary, 
and eternal proceſſion of the Holy G0, to find 
any thing ſaid of him in the Bible, that in the leaſt 
favours their notion, or that is not applicable to 
the ſeripture account of the e of God. 


Ning briefly Siren the fetipture- account of 1 
the relative characters Father, Son, & Holy Ghoſt, 
J would here exhibit in a general view ſome of! 
the ſelf-evident contradictions. jn that - ſcheme. 
(reputedly orthodox) which aſſerts that theſe 
names are natural, neceſſary and eſſential in 
deity, &c.. e 

The firſt, Wading hatin "BFEY 1 1 
to be the foundation of all others, is, that though 
tis acknowledged, that revelation only teacheth | 
us the true knowledge of God: that nothing is 
: matter, of divine faith, but what hath a divine 2 i 
3 timony : that we are ky believe nothing concern- 
ing the Trinity, but what is clearly revealed i 0 
*. I ſcripture; that God alone is author of all the _ +] 

= . knowledge we can have of himſelf, and that this $1 
: Js contained in his vord of revelation. 7 Thele. "= 
| | 1 ; Wt SY Pc 9 = 


. 


n 
* . 


3 are e firidtly 1 and confefſed to be 
& by the profeſſed orthodox, who. yet, are fond of 
a ſcheme in which there are many things ſaid of 
God, not revealed by him, but deviſed, and im- 
_ poſed by men; who take it upon them to corred 
the divine eloquence, as if he who holds the fa. 
bric of nature in his hand, did not know how to 


af 


- FO. ES. 


of all creatures: Vet in this ſcheme, there is a 
_ demonſtration of it, a definition of the internal 
— modes of ſubſiſtence of all the perſons 3 in deity. 


of the Father is fir/t, the Son ſecond, and the Holy 


nicates the whole of his effence to the Son, and 

_— Ghoſt : yet it is impoſſible that the divine 

eſſence can be communicated at all, either in 
Whole or in part: for God is a ſimple infinite, 
1 - indiviſible Being. He communicates his whole 
WE - eſſence: Yet his r Himſelf; his very indi- 
| viſible ſelf: ſo that to communicate his eſſence 
muſt be to communicate or give himſelf. He 
communicates his eſſence whereby he becomes 
father: yet was always the ſame, By the commu- 
8 nication of the effence to another, He becomes a 
Son: yet from all eternity the fame. The one 


munication the divine eſſence: yet all the perſons 


are che Fane 1 in 1.5 efſence 3 and Uppollible that 
there 


accommodate his dodttines to the e of Nis 
But det they le us that the nature of God 


2 is an ineffable myſtery, beyond the comprehenſion 


E. /- iy” Re we are "ih mah that the 8 en 


_ Ghoſt third: yet none of the perſons are either 
ore or after another. That the Father commu. 


perſon communicates ; the other receives by com- 


— — 3 1 ads 0 1 cot was © 3 


were can be- any change | in either + perfons or 
9 | 


Thoſe among the ſappbriers of the ſcheme 
who ſpeak plainly, ſay that Chriſt in becoming a 
Son, became God: but others reckon themſelves 
modeſt in ſaying that his divine perſon was begot- 
ten. But in fact the laſt ſentiment is the ſame 
with the other which is vo” from the FANS 
ſhort In.” T- 


hy Chriſt ; is a divide 3 he is God, but as 
a 1 * perſon, he is begotten : T herefore, he is 
begotten as he is God. This is the language of 
the ſcheme, which compared with other ſenti- 
ments in the fame well contrived ſyſtem, is preg- 
nant with contradiftions, Chriſt, by being be · 
gotten a ſon, he becomes God: yet he is God over 


all, eternally the ſame with the Þ ather. The ſon 
as a diſtin& perſon thus generated, is God of 
God: (that muſt be, one would think, another 
God diſtinct from the God he is of) yet there is 


but one God. I he divine perſon of Chriſt was 
begotten: yet not his deity begotten. Jeſus Chriſt - 
is the ſon of God according to his divine nature: 
yet the divine nature of the Son is no more begot- 
ten, than the divine nature of the Father. One 
of the perſons is begotten, in the divine nature of 


another perſon, and not begotten 1 in his own na- 
ture: yet the divine nature is but one and common 


to all the perſons. Jeſus Chriſt is the ſon of God 
by eternal generation of the ſubſtance of the Fa. 
ther: yet he is not the ſon of the eſſence; nor is 


| way Father s ſubſtance the matter out of which he 
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Ds Je begotten ; ; The SE are dene are 6 
5 ſence, yet but one is aid to DE DESOHED. an 


"|; The 80n is ſecond Perton in deity, the Holy 
Ghoſt third: the Son was begotten in the Fa. 
ther's effence,—received his perſonal ſubſiſtence 
by generation and communication ; and the Holy 
Ghoſt, by proce/ion and communication from the 


5 ather and the Son, yet alb the perſons in deity 


are and will be, what they always were, eternally, 
unchangeably the ſame. The Father is of none: 
tie hath the effence of himſelf: the Son is from the 


Father's eſſence: and the Holy” Ghoſt from both : 


yet, no eſſential difference among the perſons ; 
| they are the fame in ſubſtance or eſſence; no ſu- 
perior or inferior; no prior or poſterior. The 


divine perſonalities of the Son and Holy Ghoſt, 


are derived by communication; the one by gene- 


ration, the other by proceſſion: yet all the per- 


bons in deity are ſelf.exiſtènt. All that 1 is in detty 


1 21 e and . exiſt, 


The Son is all that the Father is; yet not of 


himſelf which the Father is,—not unbegotten 

which the Father is. The Son can do all that the 

Father does: yet cannot beget a Son in his own 
1 which the Father does. 4 0 


Many much eontradicions might be colleded 


ffn this human ſyſtem; and ſtill more from the 
works of ſuch as have appeared i in-defence of it. 
Theſe few are ſufficient to ſhew how contrary it 
is to itſelf, and alſo to the revelation God hath 


given us. Self. contradiction is a ſure evidence of 


Ving, 


vine. Such are the improvements made upon 
the doctrine of the Trinity, by the profound 
ſtretches of their wit, who have been prying into 
this ſacred doctrine beyond what is revealed by 
God, who knows beſt what meaſure of knowledge 
therein was neceſſary for our imperfect ſtate, 


I now come, in the laſt place, to make a few 
remarks on the pamphlet, which has principally 
occaſioned: my preſent appeal to the public from 
the Preſs. Vf. N 
* have already acknowledged in what reſpect it 
was rendered of ſervice to me, namely, by ſtlimu- 
lating me to a ſtricter ſearch tato, and a more mi- 
nute inveſtigation of the doctrine of the Trinity. 
The reſult is doubtleſs in the main favourable to 
the author's deſign, and therefore he is welcome 
to the honour that is due to him. 


This tribute paid, I haſten to the performance 
itſelf, and as my ſentiments now coincide with 

the doctrine he attempts to defend, viz. the p 
per divinity of the Son of God, and the Holy 


Spirit, as diſtinc ſubſiſtences with the Father, in 


deity ; my principal byſineſs is juſt to point out 
the erroneous foundation, on which he reſts his 
defence of, at leaſt the former of, theſe important 

articles of the Chriſtian faith © © 


It is evident to every judicious reader of his 
work, that he adopts the popular notion of Chriſt 


being the Son of God in his divine nature by eter-. 
nal generation: and he ſeems to know no better 


Gee allo note; Page b. n 


than; that the terms Mord and Son are ſynonimons, 
_ F'truſt I have proved already to the ſatisfaction of 
every unprejudiced mind, the proper ground of 
our Saviour Lonſbip, and alſo the abſurdity of 


the arguments adduced which need not bę here 


repeatec. 
It is evident. alſo from divine revelation as I 
have ſhewed, that the term Word is the œcono- 
mieal character of the Lord Jeſus before his in- 
carnation—and the term San, after he was ma- 
nifeſt in the fleſh; conſequently they are not 
ſynonimous as Mr. W——n inſinuates. This 
being premiſed, it will be a key to his readers, 
wWhereby they will be enabled to judge how far 
the foundation he builds upon, is confi/ent with 
the ſcriptures ef truth, or the ſuperſtruQure- he 


I proceed to make ſome obſervations on the 

pamphlet in the order it lies before us. Page 

Ath, it is ſaid “ does not Moſes uſe this very word 
(ELohliu) Deut: vi. 4. to exprels the unity of 
the Godhead? I anſwer, by no means: but ra- 

ther the Trinity in the Godhead : for the wnity is 1 

exemplified by the term Jenovan in the text. 

a 
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But that is a miſtake which might eaſily be made 
by a young raſh “ Scholar,“ ſetting up for a tea- 
cher and rebuker . — There are ſeveral paſſa- 
ges in the ꝙth, 1oth, and other pages, where it 
ſeems as if the Collegian had forgot himſelf, and 

the proper buſineſs before him, f. e, Anatomiza- 
tion: for inſtead of uſinig the ſkilful hand and de- 
licate Lancet of a Surgeon, in fits of furious zeal, 

he reſumes the Plaiſterer's Trowel, and daſhes 
Es moſt illiberal abuſe, devoid. of fear or ſhame 
| 2 To %%% 0g FR perhaps 


89 ak. 8 


Ce. l 
perhaps he thought, i in ſo doing, he Was but 701. 
lowing the advice of his Motto: however, in his 
future controverſial heats, I would recommend 
him to. obſerve the apoſtolic injunction, Galatians. 
vi. 8 c 5 
1 never nick that, Jeſus Cb was a ereatute 
only + but Mr. W— n, page 9th, 1oth.and 1 1th, 
ſeems defirous of proving that the Son' is divine 
only: what then becomes of his Humanity? But 
I have already ſhewn his true enen ei in 


| his being God-man. 


20 


138 cannot hip obſerving ere; that hind it is 
faid (page 11) If the words mean, that the Son 
* of God is a creature, they muſt alſo mean, that 
& he is born of every creature, and conſequently, 
e he who is juſt after ſaid to have created all 


* things ; mult be produced by thoſe” very things 7% 


Mr. W- 


de which he created.“ n makes a 


bugbear out of his fertile imagination; and chen 


e at his own Ignis 7 reaches 


een ning the rhetorical flouriſh, page 


16, I aver that Chriſt did nat receive his human : 


foul, but only his Body from his Virgin Mother; 
and I bind down Mr. W 


immediate creation of God: or that it was deri- | 
ved by traduction from his earthly parent. It he 
aſſents to the-former, he is of my opinion; and 
if to the latter, he muſt believe that our Saviour's 
ſoul partook of human, original depravity ; for a 
corrupt fountain cannot bring forth a pure ſtream. 
Mr. W n may therefore chooſe which FI 
3 0 


n to this dilemma, - 
either to own that Chri/?s nech ſoul was the 


8 "A ee we pleaſes; ; but thich evang als . 
8 in our Lord's ſoripture c cannot 

reject with abhorrence the natural conſe- 
nee e Howing from the latter or ed ; 


+1 would alſo Yar” leave to alk Mr. W 
LF x 1 Chrif human foul, could be leſs human than 


n, 
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makes reſpecting my late adherence to the Metho- 


. * diſt connection, I will only fay, IE 1 e 
3M 3 e is a Pgſerter. 75 


=y now commend the whole to the cadour and 


723 8 ferious attention of the indulgent reader,——be- 
fſeeching God, to vouchſafe his Bleſſing thereto, 
=. fo; far : as | conviſtent | With bis t . and 
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= rotten thy notions may be about the Trinity 
or any other article of faith, ſo long as thy fins 
re not- forſaken by true repentance : for unleſs 


BE God, and the Communion of the Holy GholtY 


: And now ee e it matters not 35 


the Grace of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, the Love of 
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